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international law. 


authoritative when 
considering tho question whether "regulated labor conscri 
tion" is ^ wer crime. The Charter cannot prohibit 
international law permits in wartime. Such international 
law is laid down in the agreements on rules of war and 
the genera egal principles and usages as they are 
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convention on werfere, as well as the agreements 


and rules of war and the criminal codes of the countries 


concerned., 


If it is shown that the labor conscription is permitted 
by international law, than a judicial inquiry into 


tho penal regulations is, of course, not necessary. 
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What is necessary at any given time can be denanded 
and the amount depends on the respective conditions, 
I? in earlier times, according to the principles the 
War supplies the war, the equipping of the army, de- 

from tie homeland with regard to transportatior 
done on a large scale in the occupied 


€ possible to day to supply the arny 
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changed conditions. 
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If the duty for supply is Justified, no more work can be 
demanded than the occupying power demands from its own 
people at home. The intensity of the war 

must be taken in consideration. The duty 
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if the H.C.0.1.W. would be interpreted according to its 
Original Wording. If this is Claimed, France which had 
unconditionally capitulated, as well as the other occupied 
countries could have looked on in security how Germany, 


strangled by the blockade, exhausted herself in an 


indefatigable Struggle in sacrifices of life and 
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A participation in war oporetions in this sense was asked 
of no worker; rather the purpose was to keep workers employed 
unmolested, away from these operations, 
Consequently only such activity, 2S is directcd against one's 
own country is forbiddon, Thus, tho feeling of the individual 

teken into consideration. The protection of the 
enemy state is not aimed et. wherever therefore the indi- 
yidusl renounces his country and, in the struggle of ideolo- 


opposes the government of his country, such a re- 
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striction can not/kopt up. In connection with this it is 
pointed to the great amount of foreigners, who adopted such 
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ude and who, in pert, still live in Germany 


when the stete, to which the worker bc- 
longs, has ceased fighting. 
This question is of special importance with regard to the 
obligetion to work in the armament industry. The rules of 
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oho Geneve Convention, with regard to work, pormissiblo for 
prisoners of war are known, The basic notion, that no one 
forced, to make. weapons against his own brother, must 
apply to civilian workers P1680. 
The fect, however, that one's country is no longer in a 
of war is one of the ro^sons, thot nullify this rc- 
striction. The need for protection also ceases to exist, when 
a country ~ though legally participating in war = no longer 
is able to furnish proper resistence in the field with 
fighting forces nnd thus ceases to ist as 2 military ob- 


ject of attack, 


Tho fact, thet this very country hes nllies, who fight for 
it, cannot arbitrarily extend this restriction beyond agree- 
ments cf the Geneva Convention; it also is not the duty of 


subject of a State to protect allies fighting for him and 
to participate in tho policies of his government. 





N00 


Dre Sorvatius 


- 12 = 


Puppert Covornnonts cannot change reality. Recocnition cannot be granted 
to thom unless thay come forward as independant fighters under command 
they rocognised 2s such. 
States defeated by Germany. 
ation of labor only England, the United States 
cetive combatants against Germany. Englishmen 
not subjected to this mobilization, although citizens 
of the Sovict-Union were in part used in the armament production. 


however fundamentally 


Under Document 30-338/ R 356 the prosecution submitted a decision 


of 1 June 1941 (Beschluss der Volkskommissare). 
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Reciprocally aking, no objection can be raised against the employment 

of Soviet citizens in armaent production. During exzmination before 


tho Tribunal, the wit General Paulus confirmed, that prisoners of war 
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Tho validity of such 2greemonts can only be doubted under 


very Spoci^l conditions, thot is, when unususl duties have to 


be performed which obviously violate principles of humanity; 


for instance if the agreements contain a liability to work 
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under slavery conditions. The motive for these agreene inis was, 


however, to offer especially to the French workers favourable- 


working conditions ^nd säarios for their obligatory labour 


in Germany, -nd so to gain the willingness of the workors, 
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Evacuation had to be carried out in the interest of 
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Soviet Union were occupied and there were no more working 


possibilities and securing of supply after the population 
was unemployed because of the scorched carth policy chosen 
the Soviet Union, and supply failed to arrive because 
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The difficult vart of the problem did not consist in the question of 
female labor, where by intr rocucing additional home-labor one went up to 
the linit, but in the procuring of specialists and men for hard and 
hardest labor, 

Among the 10 million German women who were at work, there were also the 
wives of officcrs at the front and others from the equivalent strata 
society, 

hc opinion that in England the women were conscribcd to work in a 


higher degree than in Germa any is wrong, In Germany the women had to work 


à : A th 
till 45 years ge and later till thir 50", and they actually worked 


actorics and did not have fake jobs of a ial kind. Even the youth 

of schoaleage was conscribed to wor! n Ti oth ca ago, and fron th 
16°" they wer switched into the regular worl organization or occupicd in 
other services, PFoiili.s were spread apart, Schools and univcrsities wore 
Closed, their pu-ils worked in the Jvinriono-industry anc even wounded non 
could not continuc thcir studies. 4 grin fight was on for very person 
capable to wor Speor!s rosorvo of workers cid not exist. It is shown 

inclosur. 2 of the Vartburg-Doeunent (RF-S10) what 
in this scctor, 

Another point of view, illustrating the neecssity of deploying additional 
labor, is the fact, that the I Powers in possession . of colonics 2: tehcd labor 
from their colonics; &« Franco(sco document RF=22, page 17,) for instance 
about 50 000 "urkors fron North-Africa and Iadoch ina, which were under 
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' londcrship and direction of eonnissioncd and noncommissioned officcrs, 
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When Sauckel entered upon his office, forcign workers had 
ealreedy been enlisted in single actions and he could take 
for granted that the State hed proceeded legally. 

None of the highest offices had raised legal objections to- 
ward Seuckcl. These offices, especially the competent Foreig) 
Office as well as the highest civil and military offices in 
the occupied territories abroad accepted his orders as a fo? 
gone conclusion end questions of doubt on international law 
were not raised. 

For the opinion of the defendant Sauckel the attitude of the 
foreign offices concerned must have been especially decisive 
as above all the consent of the French as well as 

gions who came to Berlin personally for discussions. 
followed the gcod co-operstion with the local authorities in 
the occupied territories, as it was before the enemy 

ganda intervened. 

Whether the knowledge of brenking a law is necessary for 
committing a crime ageinst international law may be left un- 
decided; but to establish guilt, the knowledge of realizetio 
of all the criminal facts is necessary in order to pass a 
punitive sentence. Therefore it is necessary to realise tha: 
the action was carried out in violation of international le 
Tho subjective part of facts and thcrowith a criminal guilt 
of the defendant Sauckel cannot be proven in regard to carr) 


ing out the regulated utilization of labor, 
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A punishment of the defendant Sauckcl could also not take 
placo for another legal reason, even though the regulated 
utilitation of manpower wald really be a violation of 
international law. According to the Hague Convention on land 
warefare no individual resvonsibility exists. 
differentiates tro kinds of war crimos, those which can 
committed by an individual, such as murder and ill-trecatne 
those which ca Ly committed by a belligerent. 
a procecding, which 
the individual acti 
of the individu: 
for the offence 
in the introductory agreement 
to tho H,.C.L. (H.L.O ha ! only an 
obligation for compensation agreed upon. 
This agreement of tho H.C.L.(H.L.O.) is still valid today, f 
by &groonont of the Allios słono, this 
Charter which orders tho immediate criminal 
of tho stotc-orz- or its oxocutors, is 
contradictory to tho H.C.I.(H.L.0.). 
do not have tc refer to it, that Görmany 
partics to the agreement would have had to agree to tho 
Sion of article 3; there are other reasons, which prove 
this stipulation is still in force. 
An alteration sf the H,.C.L.(H.T.0.) in the sense of the Chartc: 
could have been accomplished by prescriptive law or gonoral 
custom, duc to the change of legal conceptions. The prosupposi- 


tion to this assumption would be however, that the contracting 


powers would have rolinquishod their sovercicnty ; 
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as only then the punishment of the state-organs would be pos- 
siblee However such 2 renunciation of the rights of sovcr- 
cignty, as far as it is known to ne, has not taken place to 
euch an extent, which generally would permit such a punishnc 
With regard to that ,I refer to the general statcnents made bj 


Professor Jahrre i S before the Tribunal. 


I am now coming to the utilization of manpower as a crime 
PAL A hs. 

If the regulated utilization of manpower (gcordneter Arbeits- 
cinsatz) appears permissible according to international law, 
the question remains f the mo 1 of its execution, 
namely the question on how long this utilization of manpower 

anc whcn it will go beyon 
permissible limit. 
] 


What is understood by humanity, th 


Charter does not 

meaning for that : as far as international law 

ecrned = can only be secn by the practice of the nations. Ií 
one wants to find the limits for - the actions pcrnissible 
under international law, so must be drawn into comparison: 
The bombing of large cities and thc use of the aton-bomb, as 
well as deportations and evacuations, as they are still in 
progress today. These arc all incidents, which have occured 
before the eyes of the world and were regarded as permissibli 


by the executing countries. 
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One runs accin into the conception of necessity 

being interpreted 

One examines 

stroks-liX. killing of hundreds 

naturally c*rrics hardships and certainly 
unintentionally or are due to the failure 
answer the question whether the wanted killing 
heavier than the temporary causing of other 

suffering t is ! 2 added mt the Charter does not prescribe a 


punishment for 
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inhumen treatment has been committed in tl 


connection of 
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A prosecution of an act against humanity directed against then 

can only happen when connected at the same time with a crime 

against Peace. 

Fron an 6) 5 Oe tive Boint of 

deployment of labour has furthered the waging 

has been stated by the prosccution as 2 war of 

a war violating treatics. 

If this is established and if it is proven moreover that the 

labour has been carried out in an inhuman 

then the facts stated by the Charter are implied and a 

against humanity has bcén committed, 

fact whether the deploynent of labour was 
allowed of not by the rules of war, 

omnittcd in connection with a crime 
But a punishment can be inflicted 


that munlawful war is being waged and 


here. 
10 inhuman : erves hc carrying out of à W ime 

or is connected with it. Of the amples given by the 
for violation of the rules of war, the following arc, 
all others, té  quotcd in connection witn deployment of labour: 
"Murder, ill treatments and deportation .... committed on the 
civilian population." 

ovn by this cnuncration, these war crimes which have been 

not, how scrious they may bo, crimes against 


hunanity by thensolves. 
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Something aggravating which is necessary to give the act the 
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character of inhumanity/ As shown by the example of "exter- 
enslavenent" as 


question must be objectively of a 


knowledge of the scale of the measure of the cruelty 
of its exccution, must aded nhowfa se presuppositior 
ipply to the defendant Sauckel must be investigated later on. 
A" regulated labour conscription" “seordneter Arbeits g" 
allowed by international law never van be a crime against 
hunanity in itself, t its execution can be carried out 
such a way that it involves killings 
for thcir part, may war crines. 
Such on ill tre 
by the highest authority involvcd, which hcrewith takes 
responsibility. It can, however, bc committed by subordinate 
acting on thcir own authority without knowledge or 
intention of the supcrior authorities. In this case the head 
autonomously bear: ne responsibility 
finally, there nay be question of a purcly individual act 


mitted agni:st the regulations in force, For such an act 


is responsible. 
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sible, to begin 
rs and instructions only which 
the contrary, for autonoxous acts of supreme 


; occupied territorios of supreme Reich suthoritic: 
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as Chief of SS nåd Folice, whict Ore not under hi 


been submitted cnd they must prove whether the dep: yn of labour 
fact ; d on nas tantamount to an 
population, 
deolorment of labour took plac. pert from thc 
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mandors, The authority to issuc 
bronscesnded the powers of tho defendant Sauckel, nor could 
soproved of them 
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y coorcion, 
is not neci 
as tho logal authori | occupying powcr is acknowledged 


population; they become necessary only when this authority gets 
I 1 > e e J eJ o 


wintcnanes of the so-collod txecutive by 
of territorics held bv partisans and for the over- 


tance movement (document R-124). 
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No leg^l objections ean bo raised against tho feet for this 


purpose he don: | the use of tho thereto appropriated 


stoto funds. He is wrongly incriminated only by the words 


"SS and Police" which hes becn connected by the Prosecution 
with the conception of crime. Such en ineriminstion would only 
be justificd if the criminal eharacter of the police had been 
proven end if the defendant Sauckel at tht time had hed eo- 
enisenee of the criminal activity then taking placce. 
force moy be used in esse of resistance 

of tho occupation force, ean not bə disputed. The 
where are the limits of force and whe 

ocg^l and illegal, admissible snd inadmissible measures of 


forco, 


If fundsenont2ol laws ere not valid when a 

clared within a state, then this thought 

^ppliesblo to moccupying powcr during a state of war, Anyone 

who refuses to carry out the orders of the occupstion-p:wer, 

knowingly participates in the fight to which he is not cn- 

titled snd to secept the consequences. Obcdionec is 
tows the occupying power end where patriotism And obce- 

erc conflicting, the law decides agzrinst patriotism. 

Tho punishments whieh are dealt out ara as such not subject 

to any limitations and the threats of punishment by an occu- 

pation power are for the effect of intimidation usually out 

of all proportion in severity. The question is whothcr 

exists ^ limit from the Bumano standpoint, which prohibits 

going unnoces:; vily beyond the purpose of the punishnont 


and which, ^s beyond measure, appears to be unnecessary. 
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Orders like the burning of houses which had been issuod by 
subordinete offices independently in the carrying out of 


utilis^tion of labor , must be examined from this point of 


question is not easy to answer, if ono considers the 
inl circumstances and realizes that the thing involved 
here is en open battle between the occupying powe nd the 
population, with official support from tho enemy. In case of 
uprisings snd general resistance ono can not reject the idea 
of tho appliccbility of the military laws of 
alone can bo the decisive factor in this case. 
International law has put only one linit to coercive 
in forbidding in article 50 of 
punishment of an entire population for the dceds of individu: 
for which tho population could not be held responsible. Pro- 
roby is, thet co-responsibility hes becn 
lished through actual events end has t been construod 
through orders. 
Wherein collective punishment may 
limits must be considered the 
be tho bounds of humanitys but in war this |; Vague concep- 
tion; necessity and suiteblencss of the 


must alweys have the preference. 
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By depriving 
As long ^s the attitude 
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maintained until the 
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The document 1063-PS / RF -345 shows the 


the execution of the regulations towards 


measures which 
worker are justified measure 
ment RF-810 shows in the rep 
Dr.Sturm that such mea 
manner, andthat only 


"2 


unished. 


"illtreatment" which 
humanity. 
however can consist 
cured outside the competence of 
be held responsible f 
the case are 


approved of 


imposed on vorkeci 


necessities must be permitted 


On the other hand excesses 


have to be regarded as illtreatment 
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(Pare 34 of orig.) 
Dr. Servatius_ 
Should tho extensive scale of the charges broucht against 
dant SAUCKEL proceed from the above stated legal considerations, it 
is necessary first of all to single out those ficlis 


evidence revenls him to be abs lutely elcer of anv 
In the first place, it is not proved that iefendant SAUCEEL can 


LON V EA 


be connected with the biological extermination of the population. 


Fis whole interest in fect hassprovel to have bern 


since his purpose wis to obtain pe'ple as labcrors 


we 


migration mensures aüd methods used in this respect, he ha 


" 


in concentration camps was just as far removed fr n 3ofonü^nt 


` + et dl 


SAUCEEL's responsibility, HIMMLER's Posen speech in October 


1943 (Document 1919-PS, page 21) reveals th^t the SS had erected 


Gigantic nrmament plants of their own. Ye know thet "IMVLZVR covered 
his extensive labor requirements br despotic, arbitrary arrest 
persons in sccupied territories, In Germany itself, he h^? 

in recular employment arrested on insi 
broucht into concentration comps, fr^ululently vis-a-vis the recular 
labor offices, This is clearly shown in 
letter dated 17 December 1942 as well ^s letters ^^toi 25 943, 
in which alone a requirement of $5,000 
over, any correspondence exchanged with refer 


camp labor never passes through SAUCE L!s scrviccs 


I refer to Document 1584—PS 
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containing some corrosoondenco with IM L's Devertmont. Defendant 
SAUCCEL's namo is nover montioned with reference t^ 2 onscription of 
prisonors, and tho witnesSS9bavo unanimously stated that 

had no connoction with those matters. This is 


mont cf the Director of the Ministry Armamont's Labor Offico, 


whe rocoived tho require’. prisoners diroct frem LLIE.. 


anothor subject which rust bo clero is tho ecnscriotion 


This lobor conscription is a Part of labor conseription of concentration ean 


4 


ec 


prisoners; it was LILLEU s ovn porscon-l Tnedom.e This is rovealed 
for instance by Document R - 91 in which 


rest of 45 000 Jows in the "Jowish Sector" 


By the production of a document, L 
convict SaUCZEL cf a share cf guilt in this department. 


& letter d: | Nov. 192 from SAUC EL’! s scrvico to the 


the ational Labor Offico, tc the effect that, in ag 


4 


of tho Security Police and Security Devartnont, Jewish workors ramaining 


n 


in tho plants must bo withórewr and ovecuatod tr rol and. AS matter of 
fect, this lottor actually confirms that SaUCYEL hei nothing to do with 
Jewish labor in tho ecneontration camms, since Jowish workors wore &ctu^ll; 


withdrawn from his department undor tho felse 


measure is indecd solely concerned with tho puroly technicsl purpose of 
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Dr. Servatius 
releasing tho Jewish laborers and replacing them bv Poles, an 
operation which could not hive been carried out without tho p^rüci- 


pation of SAUCKEL! s service. 


his léter is the sequel to a corres ondence which can 

bagi to the period prior to SAUCKEL's a 
Document L-156 is subsequently concerned with the sme 

operation, The unimportant character of the matter is attested 

fact thet these letters were not composed at defendant SAUCKEL! s 
hendqu^rters in the "Thucringenhaus" but in nn auxilinry office in 
the S^arl^nistrasse, Defendant SAUCKEL disclnims knowledge of these 
operntions and points out thet the letters do not bear his orisinal 
signature ^ut were, according to the toutine of his service, mde 
out in his name precisely because they were of minor irportance. 
The fact thet the letters berin with the routine business tern of 
"in asreoment with", and not "in accordance 
Chief of Folice SP ^ni SD, does not menn thr nni- 


vence but merely to orders receive? from the euthoritative hoenJdaunr- 


M 


Next, reference has been mede to ‘Exterminntion by Labor", But 


Documents 682-PS and 654-PS dated Sent, 1942 unmistakebly show 
that a secret manxuvro of HIMMLER and SOEBBELS in cooperation with 
Reich Minister of J'üstice THITRACK is here involved. Defoen^ant 
SAUCK"L is not concerned, 

of 


Neither was the conecription of workers in th: framework/ the Oreaniza-— 


tion Todt under SAUCKELs responsibility. The 
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accusations proceeding fron document UK-58 in this respect, bearing 

upon labor conscription methods in the Channel Islands do not therefore 
concern him. The documents do not show that defendant SAUCKEL was aware o. 
these proceedinzs or that he could have prevented then. 

This. disconnection between defendant SAUCKEL's labor jurisdiction and the 
OT is confirned in Document L-191, ieee, the report of the International 


Labor Office in Montreal, 


A special departient is the apprehension of labor forces ty civil and 
military departments. This was to a certain extent run as "brutal 
conscription" and kept secret from defendant SAUCKL because he opposed 


it and wished to prevent it by every means. To a certain extent, his 


objections were dismissed by higher authority. 


Under this: category comes the Labor conscription by the SS, Railway, 
hir Force Building Batallions, SPEER's Transport and Traffic Units, 


Fortification and Fnzinccringstaffs and other sorviccase. 


The exclusion of these continzencics fron the seale of ascusctions must 
especially exculpate SAUCHEL, since in these cases SAUCKEL's orders were 
not authoritative. 

Document 20l-PS illustrates in this respect the circumstances in which 


"Transport assistants" were procured in White Russia. 


Doeuuent 334-PS shows the same with rez:rd to the exccuticn of an 
independant drive fa "Air Force Assistants", which can cast no guilt 


upon SAUCKELe 
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The comaitment of adolescents, which is know : Eeuak 
document 031-PS of 14 June 194) as a point of the charze, lies 
SAUCKEL's jurisdiction, as it is shown specifically by this docunente 


The IXth Arny together with the East Ministry were the oritinators. 


4 letter of the co-defendant ROSENBERG to Rei 

20 July 194) (document 345-PS) refers falsely to the "Consent" of the 
General Plenipotentiary for Labor Commitment; it states ovevor, that 
the defendant SAUCKEL was: not connected with 

that ho refused cooperation in this affair. 

Accordinz to this, as stated by document 1137-PS cf 19 October 1944, 

an individual office in the ROSENBERG Ministry takes coro of tho seizure 
youth and accomplishes the task with its own personnel. -Exclucing thc 
defendant SAUCKEL's azency, labor is supplied Cirectly here to the 


arnanent industrye 


Circuuventin; defendant SAUCKEL's agency, measures also took placc which 
HITLER induced directly by orders to the lceal offices of the Wehrmacht 
and of the Civil Adainistrations it was so, for the labor cormitnent 
ordered in the occupied territories for the fortification of the 


Crirea; this is shown by document UK-68. 


Tho seizure of labor in Holland which was carried out by the Vehr ncht 
under protest of the labor service offices, is another one of these 
cases; this is shown in docunent 3003-PS, in Lt, H “UPT! s report and 


the defendant SEYSS-INQUART has. confirmed it, 
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Dr. SERVATIUS 
An inoortent subject, which is beyond the defendant SAUCKZL! s 
responsibility, refers to all the actions executed as punitive 

ures egoinst pertisans end resistence groups. These are 
independent scasures Of the police; I already spoke abou 
judicial evaluation. Whether they were adiiissible end could bo 
approved, depends on the circumstances, For exemple, ucesures 
against the resistance novencnt in France es described in doewen 
UK-78 (French Government Report) are excluded here. 


TRIS DT 


direct responsibility of defendant SAUCKEL ceases to exist. 


ery incrinineting events which are enumerated in c 
ph VIII of the indictment under "deportation" the 
are no t wi t h in 


the responsibility of the defendant S&UCKLL. 


Furthermore, the "depor 
which also end under VIII | indietiont as the deportation 
Frenchzen into concentration camps, are also not within the 


responsibility of the defendant SAUCKEL. Furthermore, the resettlenents 


of Slovenes and Yugoslevs described under B (2), also iust be excluded. 


According to the indictzent, under VIII, H 2, only 

additionally mentioned approxinete 5 million Soviet citizens are 
aentioned as having been seized by labor comiitment, the others were 
removed by other means to which the regulativns -f the defendant 


SAUOCZEL did not apply. 
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This sop re tion is not of import nee on recount of tho nunbor of peoples 


but boceuso the presuned bed conditions could hevo tokun placo just in the f 


^ 


sector, since reset Ganger of im propor trertmeont 
Tho -risonors-of-wsrz -lso ere oxempted fron tho fiold 
tho dofendent SAUCKEL. Those labor forces did not heva to 


but wore only directed» 


This wes done by moens of srecisl labor officos, which wero sonaratod fron t! 
other procedure with the prisoner ceems and collsborstbd oxclusivoly with th 


armod forces. The task consisted only Bfrising the yprisonors—of-war there, 


^ 
where they wore ncccod, 


The defendant SAUCIL could only reyucest tho transfor of tho prisonors-of-we: 
such a possibility is referred to by tho Prosecution document 1296-FS of 27 
July 1248, which refers under III.) to t^o inerc in tho uso of priscners= 


of-war in collebor-tion with the Army High 


Tho essicnnent of prisonors-of-wer to vlents tock placo only under the 
suporvision of tho Wohrrecht; this letter controlled complisnce with the 
Geneve Convention. SAUCKEL is not in eny way connected with the death of 
hundreds of thous’ nds of prisonomof-wer of the Soviet Union in 1941 of 
whom HIMMLER speeks in hie Posnenia speech (1912-PS), end for whose roplecer 


workors had to bo brought in. 


If, in spito of this, in Document USSR-415, i.o. tho official Soviot report 


about tho Lamedorf Cam, the cofendent SAUCKEL is 
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brought into connection with the claimed ill-treatuent of »risoners, 
then this is done only on the basis of the clair that tho nuuber of 
personnel in the camp was reported to hin in a purely business- 

like manner. The charge cannot be maintained. The docu:ent at that 


does not contein a sufficient listing of time after the year 1941. 


The defendant SAUCKEL, although he personelly was not responsible, 
has intervened in excess of his officiel duties for the care of the 


prisoners-of-war, because he wes interested in their willingness to 


work. He hes issued general decrees, In this wey Docu.cnt SAUCKEL 


shows that he demands sufficient subsistence, and Docuuent 39, that 
he demands the seme working hours as fer German workers; he also 
peints out here the prohibition of Giscivlinary punishment by the 


plants. 


4 further separation 9f the accusations raised must bo made after the 
tine of the incidents. The defendant SAUCKEL took over his office 


only on 21 werch 1942. His measures, therefore, could have an 


only some tise later. 


How conditions were previous to that can be seen from sono documents 
from the year 1941. In Document 1206-PS, subsistence through horse- 
end cat-meet is susgested by leading authorities, and in Document 


D 


USSR-177 the production of bread of a very inferior quality is 


suggested. Just a short time before the defendant SAUCKLL's trking 
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sharp decree orders the confinement of tho workers behind barbed 
wire. It can bo said that v low point in tho treatment of the 
foreign workers who at that time were in the Reich had been reached. 
The ides which one has of the simolicity and the efficiency of the 


Russians is trocicol. 


With the teking over of office of the defendant SAUCKEL, a fundamental 
change has taken place hore, which led to a constantly increasing 
irorovenont of tho situation. The credit for having estr.blished ^ 
change here, falls, according te the following documents, solely to 
the defendant SAUCKEL, This is shown in particular by Document 
EC-218, which represents a record of 15 april 1942 about the first 
neeting of the defondont SAUCKEL with Reich Minister SELDTE and his 
specialist steff on the occasion of his taking office. It hos beon 


mane 


recorded there that it was the defendant SAUCKEL who made tho teking 


of the foroienors must be the same as for the Germans and that the 


fulfillment of his dozand ws assured hir by HITLER, GOERING, tho 


I 
Food liinistor DAREE (sic) end his Secretary of State, BACKE. It 


furthermore has been recorded thore, that tho defendant SAUCKEL 
doranded the removal of the barbed wire and succecded in this, and 
finally thet he immediately took stcos nerinst the low wares of the 


Eastern workers. 


*. 
Tho execution of his fundamental doronds wes then also immediately 
employed by tho dofendant SAUCKEL and followed through with tenacity 


against tho resistance of all authorities. 
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of 20 avril 1942 (Decunent 016-?S) 
accordingly tekes immediate steps against cruelties and chicanéries and 
demands that foreign workers be humanely treated; tho hope is even ox- 
pressed that 2 propaganda effect must surely be achieved by the way in 
which tho labor-commitment was carried cut. This thought was frequently 
reitoratec later. 
an economical commitment cf workers was required in crder to counteract 


the waste which was occurring on the part of influential agencies. 


å year lator, on 20 April 19-3 tho “cfendent SAUC™EL again addressed a 
docl&ration of program to 911 persons cconcornoád in l2bor-commitment. 

is the ropeatedly mentioned "Manifesto of Rabor Gommitmont", SAUC-EL 
Dceumont lo 8t, which was issuod 2s a warning and a cell to ba add scd 
tc all agencies which opposed the sericus responsibility of tho 


SaUCTIL. GOEBBELS opposed it under tho pretences thet the title 


assuming 2nd tho propagandas fos 2 of the document essentially too weal, 


Other sgoncios just disregarded the copies sent to them and dic not forward 


them, whereupon copies wore sont directly to the industries concerned. iow 
mossago was handled by the reluctant azencies is shown by its 
"notorious manifesto" which was unanimously adopted for it in a session 

of the Central Planning Board on 1 March 194% (Decument .. - 124 


, page 
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Defendant SAUCKEL was repreached for havinz been "too zood," I refer 

to a remark made by General MILCH who was intir before the Tribunal, 
in which he refers to the Central Planninz Board and criticizes the 
ostensibly too lenient treatrient of loafers and declares that if 

anythin; was undertaken azainst them, agencies were immediately to bo 


found in Germany which would protect the "poor man" and would intercede 


for the humen rizhts of others, (Document 8221,53: Session, Paze 1913) 


The attitude of defendant SAUCKEL was zenerally known and has been 
confirmed by various documents; thus azencies addressed him because of 
complaints and deficiencies, not in order to make the defendant SAUCKEL 
responsible for them but to solicit his help, because everybody knew how 


seriously and eazerly he advocated improvenentse 


Thus Docunent 084-PS that is Report of Dr. GUTKELCH of the Central 
4zeney for Eastern People of the ROSENBERG Ministry, dated 30 September 
1942 emphasizes in varicus parts the influence of defendant SAUCKEL and 


recormends xottinz inta closer touch with hine 


Co-defendant ROSENBERG also is pointinz at SAUCKEL's strenuous efforts. in 
Document 194-PS (Page 6) i.e. letter of ll Decembér 1942 to KOCH, 


Reich Cormissioner for the Ukraine» 


Co-defendant FRANK likewise on 21 November 1943 asked defendant SAUCKEL 
(Document 908-PS) for a basic chanze of the lezal position of Poles 


inside the Reich. 
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To what extent do real events  corrospond with that which has been stated ? 


The first question to be dealt with is seizure, which is practically identical] 


with deportation. 
It is connected with the exanination of the treatment of workers which is 


Cesiznated by the word "slave labor", 


The evidenee has refuted the error, acccrdin; to which defendant SAUCKEL 

on his ovn responsibility carried out the cormitment and seizure of forcizn 

workers. throuzh his own crzanizatione It has been established that the 

supreme agencies of the occupied territories executed the laws rozordin; 
work, which they had received on HITLER's orders, All these 


azencies had their own administrative system and guarded their departments 


against the intrusion of others, 


& eonuniestion of the ROSENBERG Ministry of the East to KOCH the Reich 
Coriiissionar for the Ukraine, dated 14 December 1942 (Document 194-PS, paze T` 
in which co-defendant ROSENBERG particulary refers to the provcilin; rizht of 


sovereiznty questions of Labor commitment, proves that this administrative 


^" L ' . 
system had not broken throuzhy Those supreme azencies had their own labor 


offices, which were orzcnized in detail from the Ministry down to the local 


office. (Docunent 
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3012-PS, Ordinances nf the Supreme Cennand of the aruy denling with 
coupulsory work in operrtional sector East of 6 February 1945, 


Document RF-15, @rdinance of 6 October 1942). 


Only with these agencies could defendant SAUCKEL place requests for 
the number of workers he was ordered to send te Germany and only with 
then give departmental instructions. These were his linitations and 
he never went beyond thet. He took note of the right of execution, 
as opposed to the risht of instruction. For this tesk a dcouty ws 
appointed for each territory, who in accordance with the ordinance 
of 30 September 1942 (USA Exh. No. 510) was directly subordinate to 
defendant SAUCKEL but did not belong to his regency, as he belonged 
to the territorial agencies. This was expressly confiriied by the 
witness BAIL — who had been appointed by co-defendant ROSENBERG - 
expressly fer the most inportent deputy in the East, the Reich 
Councillor PEUKERT, who belonged to the Staff of the Ministry of 


the Ministry East. 


This Reich Councillor PEUXERT wes at the sene time consultant for the 
Xconoric Staff East of the reer árny Territory, which was close to 

the field of the rete er ee ee in addition to his duties he 

^cted os deputy of the defendant SAUCKEL in the Personnel Union 

(Personal Union). This is proved by locursnt 3012-PS, i.e. a note 

on this — dealing with a conversation of 10 March 1943 

concerning labor eo;nrituient, in which the position of PEUKERT is 

noted in the membershin list. By this "Personal—Union", created in 

the interest of the territorial authorities, 211 unauthorized interferences 


of defendant SAUCKEL was nade impossible, 
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When do-defendant ROS:NBERG eomplains about the methods of lobor 
nobilizetion in the East as per docuzont 018-PS, that is in the letter 
to defendant SAUCKEL dated 21 Decerber 1942, this is to be consid:rod 
as tho corpleint of a Minister who does not consider himself in a 
position to be successful against his subordinete,end thus addrosses 


the presu:able source of the difficulties, which had been nade for hii. 


It is true that these diffieultics could be renowdd innediately when 
defendant SAUCKEL would desist fron execution of his order. But execution 
was just his job, which according to the decree of appointzent had to 

bo executed under all circu:stoncos, csv cially agein 

opposition as occurred here cn the part of co-defendant 2OSENBERC. 
Defendant SAUCKEL had tc fight against opp: sition arising from weakness 
end from departmental egotis:,and haa t^ see to it thet local agencies 
would not fail to supply the roavired .enpower due to need for 

that other offices would hold it back from selfish interests. "With 

all means" and “ruthless are reewmring expressi.ns which arc ocployed 


in the fight against these aspects. 


General FALEENHAUSEN, the Militery Com ander in Belgiun and Northern 
frenee, during his heering,zistakonly declared in docuncnt RF-15 thet 


defendant SAUCKEL forced hin to execute the ccoiituont of labor and 
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accomolishod it through his cwn organizaticn. But he had t^ admit, 
that this opinicn was inecrrect when the crder signed by hin about 


toe introduction of compulsory laber service wes Dut before hin. 


This presentation is confirnod by the statements of the witnesses TIMM 


and STOTHFANG. 


In francs; seizure was made by the French administration. The German 
office above it was n t the office cf defendant SAUCKEL but cf the 


Military Commander in France, where SaUCXEL had only e deputy. 


Tho negotiations which defendant SAUCKEL ercnducted in Paris and which 
were the subject (f the evidence lie cutside cf this activity; they are 
the 


negotiations cf divlematie nature between /German and French Gevernnments 


in which SAUCFEL participated. They were held in the German 


Circunstances in the cther sphores were accordingly. 


also tho Recruitine—Commissions which eccrresvornded t^ the labor comnitnont 

staffs in tho rear army districts end in operationsl districts, word 

by no means officos f the defendant SaAUCNEL, as co-?ofondant KOSZITSERG 
These recruiting cormissicns stocd nearer tc 


only because they were composed cf experts who 
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came from the German labor offices, which belonged to SATCIEL's 
Department, They received specflizeà directives only through 
their superior office in order to Guarantee a uniform handling 
of all recruiting regulations,  Reculatfon No.4 in SAUCKEL 


doeunent No 15 is authoritative on thie point, 


This stipulation already issued on 7 May 1952 namely téfore 
the nomination of the deputies on 30 Sentenber 1942 provides 
for the sole res»onsibility of the military and civil authorities 
of the occupied territortes, The deputies mentioned there to whom 
were &esigned the came functions, are the deputies at the German 


missions in friendly foreign countries, 


This was misunderstood by the prosecution and therefore 
wrong conclusions were arrived at to the disadvantage of the 
defendant SAUCKEL about the responsibility for recruiting and 
transport, Also the interpretation of the provision that 
"all technical and administrative procedures of the Labor 
Commitment were exclusively within the cormetence and responsibility" 


for 
of defendant SAUCKEL is incorrect/the oceunied territory, 


This stipv@ation refers solely to the functions in the Reick 
and lays the basic for the competence of the General Flenivotentiary 


for labor commitment, of the district labor offices and labor 


offices; this cones forth from document 016-PS (last paragraph), 
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The defendant SAUCXZL therefore, is not directly responsible for the 
seizure. Indirectly, however, responsibility can bo charged to hin 
in that ho was awnre of these bad conditions and knew that they could 


not be stopped, but nevertheless deuondod nore workers. 


To this the following nust be said: In the defendant ROSENBERG's 
letter of 21 Dcce:ber 1942 (docwient 018-PS) the defendant SAUCKEL 
learned for the first tine of the reertitine zethods which wero 
designated as nass deportation. At the necting which followed this 
in the beginning of January 1943- tho defendant ROSLNBURG declered 
that he was opposed to this and that he wuld not tolerate such 


procedures. This is also confirzod by his previous letter of 14 


Deceiber 1942 to KOCH, Reich Commissioner for the Ukraine (docuient 


194-PS), in which he clearly calls the latter's attention to his 


obligetions to proceed legally. 


KOCH's menorendun of 16 Merch 1943 (document Ro 13), of which the 
defendant SAUCKSL did not learn until here at the trial, gives an 
explanation, according to which these incidents are said to be 
exaggoreted individual cases, the justification of which is based 

on the need for ensures to be carried out for the restoration of 

the authority of the aecupation officials, 

It is expressly declared in this that the recruitiuent of workers is 
to proceed with legal means and that steps will be taken in the event 


of arbitrary measures. (document No. R13, page ll and 120). 


It did not soon out of the question that it night have been a natter 


and activities, 
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to which KOCH perticularely refers. In war such a possibility is likely, 
ead the propagandistic style of the MOLOTOV report (document USSR - 151), 


only emphasizes this. 


The defendant SAUCKEL was also supported in this idea as the result of a 
"!"snuunt! investigation which was reported to him at Minsk by field Marshel 
Generel KLUGE; it hed led to theéxplenetion thet it had involved the ass 


of workers employed by a labor firm at the time of the retreat. 


The Katyn ease shows how difficult it is to cleráfy such events according 


to the truth when they ere made use of propagandistically as comb:t measures. 


ee 


As tho witnesses from the defendant SaUCZEL's office h-^ve confirmed,no other 
incidents involving these abuses have become known, The cases waich were 


reported ere notoriously in part repetitions of the same happenings, which 


were reported from different sides. 


All these reports, however, do aot show an endeavor to approve such things, 


but are a sort of house elerm for the purpose of remedying and improving 


Can one believe defendant SAUCKEL when ho decleres thet he did not know 


about the conditons elleged by the Prosecution? 
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hat reached him through official channels cannot be considered 


as proof of cosnizance, and tke witnesses confirm that the so called 


methods were unknown. 


Put we have her documents of the authorities of the occupicd countries, 

from which it appears, that the Reich Commissioner in the Ukraine 

ordored the burning down of houses as a measure of combat rosistance 
the administration, and there are orders foresecing such 

moasurcs, Reports mado to the Ministry of tho East regarding such 

events do not lead to penal prosecution, but to thc suspension 

of the procoóure, o.c. the Re: > case (document 254-PS) and the 


Mueller case (document 290-PS). 


~ 
i 


in contradiction to this uncertainty the followine must be stated: 
Ihe measures employed wcre not accepted by the highest instances, 
but were secretly mace use of by the lower instances, From thc 
preliminary procecdings of the Raab and Mueller cases, it definitely 
were 
appears, that the existing re;uletions/unknown et the Ministry. 
Defendant SAUCKEL has travelled through the Ukraine, but he was not 
told just that which might have zot the local offices into trouble, 
The views of defendant SAUCKEL were known, and on th other hand 
there existed a violent quarrel between the offices of the Reich 
Commissionor KOCH and the Reich Ministry ROSZ'/ 2:70, When tho docu- 
monts of both offices which have bern submitted arc read it can bo 
c notes that in this battle both sides had collected 


roumcnts nnd that nobody wished to commit himself. 
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Since the defendant SAUCKEL himself hed no direct authority, it is 


understandable that the actual conditions renained unknown to hi 


Le 


Another point of view has to bo considered: various documents mention 
that a certain pressure has to be applied in the procure of workers, 


Since tho workers had to be obtained "under All circunstances", 


Does this give a free hand for all methods? 


One must see whet was actually done in pursuance to these statonents. 


The OKH in one case then ordered the increased conscription of workers, 
and permitted collective seizures, but prohibited collective punishments 
in connection with this. See docurent 3012-PS with telephone essage 

of the Econony Staff East to General STaPF of 11 Merch 1943. 

The best picture is shown here in the sac document 3012-PS by a renark 
in the files concerning a discussion of 10 March 1943. Here General 
NAGEL requests clear guiding principles and State Councillor PEUCKART 
wants "reasonable" recruitient methods established by the OKH as the 
authorized agency. Document 2280-PS is also relevent here, which is the 
only personal statement of the defendant SAUCKEL concerning this 
question and which wes nade in Riga on 3 Mey 1943. There he st^tes 

that only "all permissible means" are allowed, 


Docwient 8010-PS is also to be quoted, Eeonony Inspection South, 
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in which on 17 August 1943 the use of "all settable nenne" ie 


pernitted, 


Oréers nre issued which contain severe measures against mn-conplience 
with the duty of compulsory labor: deprivation of food and clothine 
cards, Imprisonment of relatives is threatened and the taking of 


hostaces held ont as a prosnect, 
How ahout tho adnissibtlity of such measures ? 


The deprivation of food cards has today become a generally used 
means of coercion which is based on the retioning system, and which 
has its cause in the conditions of tine, It ean be handled easily 
end does not require any special executive forces; on the other han a, 


it is extremely effective, 


Concerning the imprisonment of relatives severe inroads into 
individual responsibility can te recorded even today, The Harne 
Convention of Land Warfare protects only against the collective 
punishment of the population, but it does not protect the members of 
the family who may te considered as sharing the responsibility in the 
case of a refusat to work, The French law of 11 June 1053 which was 
presented as document RF-£0 el so provides for such responsibility omy 


in the case of deliberate cooperation, 


There finally remains the "shooting of a prefect" which the 
defendant SAUCKIL demanded, Apart fron the fact thet this statement 


as such ig irrelevant from the point of view of criminal lew, 





BIN 


(Page 55 of orir.) 
Dr. Servatius 
because it was not actually carried out, its lezal meaning is 
merely a demand to apply the existing French law, This law has 
been submitted by the Prosecutien as document R25; decree of 


31 January 1943 by the military commander in France: article 2 


of which provides for the death penalty. 


Also misunderstood by the Frosecution is a statement uttered by the 
defendant SAUCKEL, according to which one must handcuff the workers 
in a polite way. (Document RF-C^, page, 10, discussion by SAUCKEL 

in Paris of 27 August 1943.) 

But as appears from the context, what is in question here is only 

a comparison of the clumsy app-2rance of the police with the obliging 
manner of the French, without handcuffinz being especially praised 

as a method of seizure: Prussian, clean, correct on the one hand 

but at the same time obliging and polite on tne other hand, that is 


how one should werk, 


I refer again to the case of the proposal for "shanghaiing"in 
document R-124, page 1770, wiich is known to the Tribunal from 
procecdings, The statement which the defendant SAUCKEL has made 
gives an understandable explanation; according to it, froma legal 
point it was a question of a preliminary recruitment which was 
supposed to make the workers inclined to azrce to the real obliga- 


tion later on in the official r cruitment officcs. 


These various incidents: shooting of a prefect, handcuffing, and 


shanghaiing may be 
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mt cne een rot ch 7 coovloto uncarstending o7 the subjcetivo side only 


if one considers why these statements were made, and from whet conditions. 


they originated. 


The background of all those stetozents is tho struggle agrinst resistance 
and sabotage which in Frence took stronger and stronger forms. Therefore, 
it is not & question of rom rks of brutality end cynicism, but statements 


which were intended to counteract the indecision of tho nvthoritios. 


Another thought which hrs to bo added hero is, whether the defendant 
SAUCKEL had not oxheusted tho menoowor of the country by his measures to 
such an extent thet more workers could only bo obtainod by inhuman mothods 


and thet tho dofondznt SAUCKEL must havo known this. 


The importent thing hore is the figure of tho "-votas". It 
ostabdlishod thet thoy were high, but it has also beon established that they 
woro not leid down erbitrerily, but only aftor ^ careful study by tho 
statistical dopartment. Only > sm*11 percontege of the population was actua- 
soizod, and it was not the impossibility of performance that was decisive, 


but rather tho will to rosist. 


In tho oecupiod territories of tho Bast thoro were largo roservos of 


menpowor, available especially among grown — up y ung pooplos 





58 


(Page 57 of eriginel) 
rman troops, 


ET 


e 
Ur. SERVATIUS 


who were not appropriately utilized. 
their ranks seriously thinned, saw the richly populeted villages, during 
their retreet, and felt the same forces shortly afterwards as a reinforce- 
es undor the 


er 
ment to the enemy's fighting power. 
is not only confirmed 


In iranco there were likewise many forces which pleecd thomaelv 
This no 
waich 


1 
rx 


etidr. of tae Maguis or. tae protected plants, + 
en h/ 
qued report — Ri-<2 ~, but it also appeers from a reme 
KEHRL, as witness for the co-defendant SPEER, made in the Central 
, page 66). There this witness 


3 1 
i.e. the 


Plenning on l March 1944 (Document R-124 
states that workers are available to an e tensive degree in 
Especially ‘conclusive here is also document 1764-PS (page 6), 
vdor EEMMEN of 15 Februery 1944 which deals with the 
TTAIN idi f to the populatie 
every year. 


eport of Ambassador 
ction Program" of Marshel PZTAIN, end which refers 
sed by 300,000 young men 


"Reconstru 
untouched by the war wnich incre 
im A n tnis 
on the other 


connection, 


as 
f the number of the seized workers 
must be comprred with the total populetion figures, end, 
Sto consideration that Germeny did not demand. 


it 


rand, it must be token 
k of herself to 


nen, 
enything whet she did no 


ne defendant SAUCKEL hed to be convinced, not, thet peop 


2i ofenda 
to perform, but that they did not want to perform 
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In order to influence tnis desire, the Propaganda struggle and the competition 
of threats of punishment was created by both parties, and this first brought 
the population of the occupied territories into a stete of moral conflict, 


waich became the undoing of many. 


The defendant SAUCKEL could with good reason refer to the consequences of 
the counter propaganda and the deteriorated war situation es cause for the 
necessity to use coercion; he could, however, on the basis of the evidence 
to which he had access, not fail to be convinced thet the oxhaustion of 

the countries was so great thet nothing more could be extracted from them 


without the use of inhumen methods. 


The defendant SAUCKEL believed he could obtain his object, not by using 


violence but by creating special working conditions. 


As exemple, I refer to the promise wich SAUCKEL himself geve on 3 May 1943 
in Riga (Document 2228-PS). 

Apert from this there is still another field of labor procurement which must 
be put in a different category, This is the liberation of Prisonser of Wer 


in order to make lebor forces available for Germany by "relève" or 


"transformation", 


The French governmental report RF-22 declares both methods of recruiting 


labor forces əs inadmissible, 


It is pointed out in the: roport that the exchange on the basis of "relève" 


is equal to the enslavement of about triple the number of French workers. 
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Against this it must be stated that the replacement workers came 
at times only for half a year for voluntery work and in succession. 


After a year end a half ell tho workers were free; the prisoner was 


Coercion for the execution ^f the "relave" 6ià net exist. 

is not legally assail-ble. Captivity can be terminated 
Release can also bo made subject to a condition. The French 
report overdces the moral indign-ticn by quoting a phrase of tho Prosi- 
dent of the News Agency of the United States: this phrase speaks of 
the "abominable choice" of cither to work for the hereditary enemy 
or to rob a son of his country of the possibility of release fron 


capt ivity" . 


To refute this, I refer to the healthy sentiment according to which 
in the older Russian literature such a change was praisod as a patriotic 
end magnanimous deed on the occasion of the Northern War.  Noithor the 
King of Sweden nor Peter the Great have therefore considered the ex- 


es replacement by a substitute slave. 


Tho "Erlcichterte Statut" ("Transformation") is conteined in document 


SAUCKEL NKo.101. It is the release of a “renchmen form captivity against 


the acceptance of other work, «rior the condition that a further French 


workor would come to Germany according to tho "reldéve" regulations 
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No prisoner of war was forced to change his logal position, but 
whole camps volunteered for it. If a prisoners made use of tho 
possibility offered, he forfitci thereby the juridical special 
labor protection of the Geneva Convention; but this was done in 
agreement with his Government. This does not constitute a violation 


of International Law. 


The furlough home connected with the change over wes ruined by thc 
fact that the people who were granted thosc furloughs did not return, 
already aftor the first convoys. The report RF-22 itself states 

on page 69, that of the 8,000 people of one leave convoy, 2,000 


did not return. 


Tho cp ort states thet the Nunforti nato PEO; lc" were 0l^ccd before 
+ B $ P i 
thc altern: tive: "Bithi r you return or vour brothers must 
> 
consideration, however, did : 


could also not prevent them from 


The abolition of these furloughs home does 
tuto an arbitrary act in slavc labor, The reading of the French revort 
* È 


con only increase this impression. 


It follows therefore thet in this speciel field also,no seizure 
WwW h i ch 
of workers which violetcs th laws of wer or/ were carried out in 


^n inhuman manner, has been effected by the defendant SAUCKEL. 
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I now come to the questions treatment of the workers. 
In order to facilitato = proper judgment, 2 separation of the fields 


of responsibility is also made here. 


The works 


manager was responsible for the general labour conditions 
the works. 
gener-1 conditions of life outside the works was the competence 


German Labour Front. 


These spheres cf rosponsibility become conspicuous through tho fact that 
two special representatives for them are menticned in the indictment, 
amely ERUPE and Dr. LEY, 
responsible for the incidents in 


So far as they are due to his decroos, or as, 


contrary to his duty, ho did not intervene by direct supervision. 


The defendant SAUOZEL was directly resvonsible for tho WA2og. 


Already on entering office, he found a schedula of wages which he could 


not &ltor on his own responsibility; to do to apply for tho 
y 4 y 


authorization of his superior office a | Tour Year Flan) and for 


the consent of the competent Reich 


m 


The legal rogulstions summed up in Chapter "Wares question" of my 
Document Book I! show that tho basic docroos aro not issued by the 


cGófoncent SAUCIEL, but by the Cabinet Council for the Defonso of the 


Zoich (see Document SAUOTEL Ed: 50,17 ena 58), or by the 
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Reich Ministcr cf Economics (Document No. 51) and the Reich Minister af 
Finance (Döcunent SAUCKEL Noe 52). 
The defendant SAUCKEL could schedule wazes and fix piece-wazes only within 
> doinz he had to consider the interests 
| Ministrics in question. 
as it was really possible for the defendant SAUCKEL to 
anclioration possible; thus a series of his decrees show 


-A 


favours such as premiums, ooipensatory paycents mca sinilar favours (coupe 
Document SAUCKEL Nos. 54 and 58a). 

The defendant SAUCKEL's activity, however, ains on the whole at inereasinz 
wazes by influcnein; the competent authorities. This is shown in Document 


O21-PS of 24421943. Thorcin we find as appendix a treatise with statistical 


material to the proposition of a basi rap Tie wages for Eastern worser 


t+ thus results from a study cf the wazes sheets from differents 


the averaze wazes cf Eastern workers have been raised several tines 


defendant SAUCKEL's term of offico. 


It was for the defendant SAUCKEL to rezulate the workin; hours, but within 
the framework of the superior competence of the Reich Minister of Labour 
SELDTE. This is shown by Document SAUCKEL Noe 67, where SELDTE rezulates 


the workin; hours. for Eastern workers in Par, 3 of the decree of 25.1.lh, 


The workin; hours were on principle the same as for the German workers, 


correspondin; to the tempo of the work in the factories. 
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This is also admitted by the French government report UK-T£—7; 


the casos enmorated there on page 580 of excessive working hours 


are contrary to the orders of the defendant SAUCKEL, Since they 

do not contain any dates of years, it cannot be recornized, 1f they 
deal only with temporary mensures or with permanent conditions, The 
same lack of clarity exists in the French report 2B.22, page 101; 
there the minimum working time has been listed as 72 hours, which 
was increased to 100 hours, This could deal with the work of concon- 


tration-camp inmates, which has been left abstruse, 


The settlenent of the workin hours wes then chanced by Goebbels, 
who on the tasis of his plenipotentiary powers for the waging of total 
war introduced the 10-hour day for Germans and foreigners, although 
in practice thls could not’ have been carried out generally, án 
unreasonably high working.time cannot be maintained and leads to 


setbacks, 


Special attention has been paid ty the Prosecution to the reculetion 
ef the working hours of female domestic workers from the East, of whon 
RB 0f female domestic workers 
in the place of the 400,000~500,000 ziris originally Aenanded by 


Hitler, only 13,000 eame to Germany, 


The Progecution has presented the memorandun for the employment 
of these female domestic workers as Docunent USSR.383, There it is 
stated under No.9), that a demand for time-off does not exist, 


The purpose of the regulation was to leave the settlement of the tine 
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off to the household according to its requirements, Another idoa 
of the regulation is algo hardly imaginable, because after all it 
was intended to accept these female domestic workers in particular 
into the families, and to eive them the opportunity to remain in 
Germany, They had deen selected ag girls who were considered 
perticularly dependable, who had reported vc2tntarily for domestic 
work, In accordance to the general practice the order was amended 
by a subsequent decree (in Document SAUCKEL No, 26) sinultaneously 


with the rescinding of all remaining limitations, 


Tho regulation of the working-hours for children took place 
within the field of German Labor Security-Legzislation: in this 
case it deals with children, who contrary to the decrees of the 
defendant SAUCKIL, had como to Germany with their parents in an 


unreeulated manner, 


Their work can deal with agricultural occupations only, as 
it is also practiced for German children, In this respect it is 
pointed out, that during the war, the schoolechildren in Germany 
from their lOth year upwerd could be utilized for work, according 
to the decrge of the Reich Youth Leader of 11 April 1942 (Document 


SAUCKEL Yo, 67a), 


4 summarizing discussion by Dr, Blumensaat in the complete 
Document SAUCKEL No, 89 gives the best information about the 
whole complex of wages and wo tking-hours, as it was finally regulated 


by law, 
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This immediate responsibility alone, however, cannot serve the defendant 
SAUCKEL as an excuse, if he knew end tolerated those things which, 
according to the Prosecution's assertion, brended the transportetion and 
the Life in the camps and factories. It is his duty to superintend, 
i there where he is not directly responsible. Such a sphere of 
ity, which consisting in tho acconmodation and feeding of the workers 


tho reaponsibility of the works. 


As regerds tne fitting up of the camps for foreigners, the same 


reguletions as for the camps for German workers were applied, by 


virtue of decrees of the competent Reich Minister of Labor SZLDIE 


(Document SAUCKEL Nos. 42, 43 and 44). 


It is indisputable thet the accomnodetion suffered from war exigencies, 
in particular from the effects of sir warfare: the abuses, however, 
were elimineted as far as possible. The condition of the foreign workers 


was not different here from that of the German civil population. 
food 

The/ upply suffered from blockade and want of communications. The 
established rations, contrary to the notorious statements on the feeding 
of the Russians laid down according to the schedule of 24.11.41 

ont USSR - 177, amounted to 2540 calories for the Soviet 
orisoners of wor. a further schedule has been submitted with th 
Affidevit of the witness HAHN as Exhibit SAUCKEL No. 11. According 


to this 
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the ration in the Krupp works amounted to 2,156 calories for the Eastern nor: 
ensurec 
worker, 24.615 calories for the heavy workers, and supervision/their careful 


distribution, 


The Reich Food Ministry was responsible for the supply cf food. 
Strong accusations have been brouzht in by the Prosecu with rezard to both 


points. These, howe are only possible when the existinz 


2 


rezulations have 
observed. I ; 13 at in akes have been made in this 
phere ictivi in the ccuise of years, but the zeneral picture is r 
listakes, whereon a judzment cannot 
been clarified in this procedure to the extent 


© zeneral and obvious at the defendant SAUCKEL 


the uncertain statements of the witness Dr. JAEGER 
affidavit of the witness HAHN (Exhibit No. 11) which refute 
lorze extent., Tho affidavits: of the witnesses Dr. SCHIRRMANN (Exhib 
VOSS ( Exhibit SAUCKEL No. 18) confirm th: 


their spheres of activity. 


J 
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of activity was amonrest other thines transportation and 
the supervision of medical care, ^8 well as general care. Tho ex- 
tensive activity which this very large or-anization developed, has 
not bocn described in these proceedings, Tho basic principles of 
the German Labor Front ean be seen from Document SAUCKEL Yo. 27, i.e. 
ro;ul^tions of the German Labor Front regarding the status of foreign 
workers in the plants. The aim is emphasized as follows: Maintenance 
of the willingness to work by obs: rving conditions of contracts, 


Absolutely fair treatment and comprehensive care and control. 


The Corn^n Labor Front was also responsible for the carrying: out 

of the transportation accorüing to Regulation Mo. 4 (Document 
SAUCKEL Vo. 15). SAUCKEL's «instructions arc contained thercin, This 
task includes trensporntion to their place of work, The witnesses 
Timm and Stothfeng and Fildebrardt have testified about this field 


activity and not reported anvthing 


The Ceseriptions in the Molotév-Ecport (USSR-51) cannot rofcr to 
transportation, which wes carried oùt under coordinated direction, 
but only to sc-enllóà "wila" convovs, The some applies to convoys, 
the destination of which according to the indictment, were the con- 


centration camps, 


The great extent tò which the defendant SAUCKEL has occupied himself 
from the very beginning with transnortntion conditions, is parti- 
cularly shown by Document 2241-PS submitted by the Prosecution; 

it contains a decree where conscientious directives for the prevention 


of the utilization of unsuitable trains are given, 
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Mistakes have occurred, especially the incident mentioned in Jocunent 
ORU.PS cf tho retum transport of workers? these had been brought 
into the Reich before SAUCKXL'L time in violation of his tesic 
principles, This wes a matter of a single incident, and tho 
necessary orders were issued innedintely, The-return journey of 

sick persons in conditions which 444 not permit them to travel 1n 
convoys wes prohibited, end Bad Frankenhausen wes placed at their 
disposal, This was followed by the order recardine the 

accompanying of such transports by male and female assistants 


of the Red Cross (Zocumont SAUCKEL Mo, 99), 


The carefully end thoroughly organized apparatus of medical care, 
which worked under the collahoretion of the 4ssociation of Panel 
Doctors, has not failed, in spite of the greatest difficultics, 
rather the great result has heen established that no epidemic s 


end serious diseases broke out, 


Tne cases presented by the Prosecution from individual camns 
of the 60 camps of the Krapp vixm can only have arisen from the 
unusuai Chala of cirzunsiences, ‘hey cannot prove gfenerally- bad 


Conditions, of which these conditions could be typical. 


Another Document, RF.-91, has aiso been presented, i,e, the meAical 
^en^rt of Dr, Fevier of the French Delegation of the Gorman labor 
Pret, whtch ws composed aftr the beginning of tho invasion on 


15 June 190, Bogidog faults which it is intended to correct, the 


réport also pointe vat govd things: it speake with partica 
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lar acknowledszerient ef leaders of youth-camps, of tho systenatic 
X-Ray examinations, and of the support given by the district &dzini- 


v 


strations, and siniliar things. 


& real overall picture of conditios could only be obtained by the 


study of the medical reports of the Health Offices ef the German 


Lebor Front existing everywhere. 


t 


bn o 


For the defense of the defendant SAUCKEL, the circunstenco is only of 
importance here in that a distant onlooker like himself could not 


have a clear picture of bad con_itions. 


he sanctioning of such bad coniitions would have stood in eross 
contrast to the actions and declarations of SaUCIL. The defendant 
SaUCk«L did not acquiescc if a Gauleiter perheps said: "if somebody 
has to froezo, jn firct of eli the xussians"; he intervened here, 


stood cut &e^inet it pudlicziy in his official Handbook of the 


defendant SAUCKEL elso tried to improve the food outside of his 
competence; this has been confirded by several witnesses, auonzst others 
the witness GOETZ (Exhibit SAUOK:L io. 10); it is also chow by the 


record of the Central Planning Board (Decunent #194, Pego 17843) 


Ihe defencant SAUCKEL did not lot matters go on anyhow, but he 


established his own personal staff, whose members 
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travelled around the caps and corrected bad conditions on the Spot, 


He also attempted to obtain clothinz, and let factories work to a lor:c 


extent for supplyin; the Eastern workers, 


All witnesses who have been heard rez^ordinz; this problem have again and aznin 


ll 


unanimously confirmed the benevolent basic attitude of the defendant SAUCKEI 


al. 


I refer to the announcements and speeches cf the defendant SAUCKEL, which 
always advocate zood treatments. I do not wish to enwierate the docunents in 
detail, and only emphasize the "Manifesto of the Commitment of Lebor, Doeuae 
SAUCKEL Noe 84, in which he refers to his bindin; basic principles, 


demands that these be recall constantly and with emphasis, 


I also refer to the speeches to the Presidents of the District Employment 


Offices (Gauarbcitsaemter) of 2h Auzust 19 Document SAUCKEL No, 86) and 
£ 7 j 


of 17 January 1944 (Document SAUCKEL No. 88), 


he Gefcndant SAUCKEL finally obtaircd, that even HIMMLER, GOEBBELS and 


BORMANN aclnowled3cd his ideas as correct, This is shorn by document 205-PS 
2 


of 5 Mey 1943. This is a memorandum rezardinz the zeneral basic principles 


for the treatment of foreizn workers. Thre the basic principles of a 


1^ ce 


re3ulatei commitment of labor are ac.spted. 
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How do tho statoments of the Frosecution on the ill-treatment of workors 


as if they were slaves compare ‘ith this? 


It will be necessary to oxemino closely whether the cases referred to 
involve resl abuse affecting workers in the process of normal mobilization, 


or abuses involving the deportation of prisoners and »vriscnors! 


Thon one should investigate exaggerations ^n? delays which can bo 

by human weekness :nd peculiarities. In my ovinien no adequate clarification 
of incidents has so far beon obtained. Press rovorts clro^^y bogan to appear, 
which are bound to strengthen doubts as to tho traditional ecncevt of how 


foreign workers live. 


The Plan submitted with SaUCMEL Exhibit No. 13 portrays the numerous offices 


for checking and inspection, relative to the question of laborors. They dic 
not report to the offices of the defendant SAUOXEL conditions of particul-r 
abuse. Ferhaps the fact that offices were so numerous point to a weakness! 
it is quite possible that each Governmental Department kept silent about 
whatever mistakes originated under its own jurisdiction, rather than por- 
mittec their coming to the attention of the defendant SAUCKEL, because as 


& rule the controlling agencies wore of © higher standing then that of the 


defendant SAUCKEL. 


This should particularly be considered with regard to reletions between tho 
most important agency, the Deutsche Arbeitsfront (German Labor Front), 


under tho lecdership of loich Loader Dr. LEY — and Geuloitor SAUOCKIL. 
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On closer oxemination of the doeun::s submitted as 1913-PS, an agreement 
on tho creation of "central inspection offices charged with the care nd 
control of foreign labor" it appears to be a carefully sct-up "scroon" 
against tho defendent SAUCKEL. 

signed on 2 Juno 1943, then submitted to the defendant SAUCKEL for sir- 
nature. He did not approve and announce it until 20 September 1943. For 
that very reason it is quite likely that Dr. LEY did not wish to invit 
criticism. On the other benë thoro is 2180 little likolihoo? that the 
abusos were general and menifestod thimsslves openly. Oth so it would 
obviously have become known to the defendant SAUCZSL thre his own con- 


trol aconcios. 


ted tho Gauloiters as "Commissioners for tho Mobilization of Labor, iu- 
pressing upon them zs their foremost duty the supervision needed for en- 


forcement of his orders. T se^';og &oparoant fron SAUCKEL document |o 


2; the same holds true for document 633-35 of 14 Merch 1943. 


Several Gauleiters were examined by the Tribunal as witnesses, seni they 
have confirmed that tho supervision was cerried out as ordered, and that 


SAUCXEL checked it through members of his staff. No abuses were reported. 


After duo consideration of things, whcm should ono belicve? Aro wo concornod 


here with exsggorated laments or do findings 





0 IT 


Dr. SERVATIUS (Pege 73 of Orig.) 


of a contrary nature deserve crecit? 

There is no testimony by the Trench who, 2ecording to cocument ux-78/3 
IlIrd study, Chapter Ib, wore taken to the reel shave centers; There is 
no testimony by the Fussians who, according to document USSK-51, were 


sold for 10 to 15 Reichsmark. 


In any case one fact speaks in favor of the dsfendant SAUCKEL, namely the 
fact thot workers were always willing and industrious - as always confirmed 
by competent witnesses — and that when thc collapse came no rising occurred 
in which tho workers would have given vont to their natural wrath against the 


slave owners. 


I have summarized actual happenings end have aporaised thon juricically. 


all this however, must aoposr to be juridicel triflos where 
, J 


s2onsibility is concerned. 


It has beon voiced here that it will not do to let the ins 
Managers take the blame, but that the moral responsibility 
highest Zoich Government offices; of their own volition they should heve 
introduced corrections on a larger scele to cove with Cifficultios inherent 


in the circumstences of that timc. 


This might be order for offices which had the power an o means 
alleviation, The defendant SATCXEL end his small personal staff had 

been inccrporzted in a Ministry alresdy in existance, 2nd he did not have 
such means at his disposal. His authority consisted of a narrowly circums— 


cribed 
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power to give diroctivos cn the mobilization of labor, and ho has 


usoc it untiringly. 


Ino Works Managers of the armament industry were formed into an inde- 
pendent acninistration, snd outwardly separated from so-called burosucr-ts. 


m: 


ho Cuty cf scMeorosorvation corresponds tr this administrative indo .en- 


A 


con ce. 


Consequently, if tho esse ercso thet semothine shruld bo done tc imorovo 
the safety cf foroicn workors, ©” their situscti^n in ermanents works, it 
would have been tho ?uty (f such osteblishments end of tho armaments Mi- 


nistry under whose suvervision they cporated to deal with the netter. 


It was not tho duty of tho cffico (f the defendant SAUCKIL te intorvono 
in those matters, as they were under the armaments 

cloarly ovident fron decument 4006-?S with deerve c: f 22 

is borne out by the most intimate personal roeletion between the 
Ministor ^nà 1 ITLI which made ə former the mst influonti-l 


economic sphere. 


If greater responsibility were to exist fer mistekes made in tho fectorics, 


such resoonsibility can be placed cnly where there is kncwlode 


ro of such 


conditions and power t correct then, 


There is still a quostion cf law t^ bo ensicered, with rog-rà t 
‘ictment; namely whother the position of the General Commissionor fer 
Labor Commitment is determined by article 7 or Article 8, i.e. whether 


the defendant SAUCKEL was an independent government cfficial or whothor 


ho hed to carry out orders. 
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The recruitment of labor took place from time to time upon 


suosequent distribution alone was left to SAUCKEL. This is also con- 
firmed by the fact that defendant SAUCKEL always refers to 

‘Orders and Commands", as in the Manifest of the “cneral Plenipoten- 
tiary for Labor Commitment (GBA) (Document SAUCKEL ^o, 84, fig, 7) 
and in the circular to the "Gauleiter" (Document SAUCKEL Ho, 83) 

and others, From this also dcrivos the fact that defendant SAUCKEL 
from time to time specially reports execution of the orders, as well 


as the beginning and end of his official trips, (Document 


of 10 January 44 and 28 July 42). 


It is an argument against *&ndependence, that according to tho 
nomination decree, tho defendant SAUCKZL was immediately subordinate 
to the Four Ycar Plan and incorporated into the Reich Ministry for 
Labor which had been reserved with its State scerctarics, Only 


two departments war placed at his disposal. 


If thc kind of rcsponsibility is to bo determined, it can bc only 
within the limits of Art, 8 of tho Charter. 
Herewith I conclude my exposition resarding the special sphcre 


of 
of activity/labor commitment. 
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The defendant SAUCKEL is accused on all counts of the indictment 


over and beyond labor commitment, Particular isolated acts are 


however not charged against nig as active agent, 


A closer characterization of the accusation has be n effected in the 
course of the proccédings only in regard to thc concentration camps. 
In this connection, however, it has been provod by a sworn affidavit 
of witness WALKINH@RST (Exhibit ^g. 92) and a statement in licu of 
oath of witness Dieter AUCKLL (Exhibit “o. 9) that no order for 

the evacustion of thc Zuchenvalá camp upon the anproach of Amcrican 


troops was givon, 


Knowledge and approval of conditions at thc cam cannet bo deduced 
from two visits of the camp before 1« > excesses subm: 


by thc Prosecution did not vct exist 


Jor did the local Proximity of the camp to tho Gaulcitung of the 
dcfcndant SAUCXZL bring about any close connection with thc SS 


Staff, as it had its seat in Kassel and Magdoburg. 


Finally must be added thc inner human convictioss of defendant 


A TT? . Lik Zz : 
SAUCKEL which resulted from his previous carecy, and which was 


irreconcilable with SIMMLER's point of view, 


Wh: t 3 . one è å 
hat part can defendant SAUCKEL have played :n the conspiracy? 


Cauleiter in Thurinzis and did not risc above tho rest of 
lis activitics and his aim can be deduced from his 


fiA ; 1 * : 3 
"ishting speeches, which h: ve boen suomit:od as 
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document SAUCKEL 7o. 95, These persistently show the ficht for 


"Liberty and bread" and the desire for a real pence. 


For an activity of many years in the Party, tho party program was 
authoritative tee defendant SAUCKEL; 3) o8 contained thorcin 
reguired neither war nor the extermination of the Jews, The 
realization of the program aione could @isclose the roality. For 


the convinced Party member, however, tho official oxplanation of tho 


event was authoritative and it met with no doubts ., 


Up to his nomination ad tho Flcninotcntiary *cneral for Labor Commit- 
ment in March 1942, defeniant SAUOLZL did not belong to the narrow 
circle of those who had acccss to HITLER's plans, He had to rely 
upon the press and the broadensts Like everybody olsc. 


contact with the leading men. This is shown somewhat tfacicoll- 


by his action, so often lauchcd at, in boardening a submarine 


ordinary scaman for a raid into enemy waters, 
That is not the way to participate in conspiracics, 


As a faithful followor of HITL^R, defendant “AUCKES romains alone 
in the circle of those in the know, It is understandable if the 


extremo men avoided him owing to his well known opinions, Also 


fi 


ho was not initiated into the sceret of people who. FY tha ssro 
both ~ 


timo wished to bo/HITL™RSS friends and murderers and he was not 


advised by tho group of people 
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who wore iITLZR!s encmics, but who kept theirtruisms secret with a 


novel kind of courago. 


Faithful to the end, defendant SAUCKL cannot to this doy understand. 


what has happened, Must he, like a heretic, rccant his error in 


order to find grace? 


Zo lacks the contact with rev" ty which would make understanding 


poss ible, 


is having unknowingly served a good 


othing is either good or bad, but thinking makes it so. Onc thing 
however is always and under any circumstances: good, and that 


GOOD INTZ/TIONS 





